Dialogue
T his year has been an experience of healing and renewal for me-change and loss and birth-all a reflection of the unitary nature of our world of continuity, transformation, and evolution. Becoming editor of the journal is one of those experiences and fills me with fear and love-and pushes me to understand more deeply the holistic nature of all that I do. Healing, for me, is a dialogue of fear and love that leads me to appreciate the wholeness and infiniteness of life. As I face the fear and love of taking on this work, I am reminded of the energy and dedication of previous editors, most particularly the recent contributions of Dr. Lynn Rew whose devotion to quality advanced the standing of the journal in a wider professional audience. As I learn all that it takes to create an issue of the journal, I am amazed and grateful for the contributions of authors, reviewers, and support staff at Sage, American Holistic Nurses' Association (AHNA), and at the University of North Carolina-Greensboro. I am also aware that the journal's success rests on the enthusiasm of AHNA members whose interests and concerns shape its content.
The heart of the Journal of Holistic Nursing is really dialogue-a dialogue among people, among ideas, among ways of knowing, and ultimately a dialogue about dialogue itself. As editor, my primary interest is enhancing the scope and quality of our dialogue to advance the science and art of holistic nursing and health care. Ultimately, the content of our journal should make positive differences in the lives of people and our planet through the work of holistic practitioners, researchers, educators, and leaders. This will happen as readers consider ways of using findings, interpretations, and knowledge generated from the scholarly work of authors. In its best form, I believe, the content of our journal will stimulate and promote dialogue about possibilities for practice rather than prescribing formulas for action. "Best practices" might emerge from the dialogue generated by the journal among holistic practitioners considering the conclusions and suggestions of authors. This issue offers such dialogue in the form of a letter to the editor from one author in response to the research commentary about his work published in a previous issue.
In David Bohm's (1990) book, On Dialogue, the process is explained using the image of "a stream of meaning flowing among and through us and between us"-"a flow of meaning . . . out of which will emerge some new understanding . . . something new, which may not have been in the starting point at all" (p. 1). This is different from the process of discussion that has the root meaning associated with analysis or breaking things up that has value but is limited. Dialogue is not focused on making your particular viewpoint prevail but rather on "common participation, in which we are not playing a game against each other but with each other" (p. 2) creating conditions where everybody wins.
In addition to the dialogue among holistic practitioners spurred by the conclusions and suggestions of authors, the journal provides for other forms of dialogue. Through the wisdom of leaders of the AHNA the scope of the journal was recently expanded to encompass the domains of research, practice, education, and aesthetics. This is based on the assumption that holistic nursing incorporates these domains in its work. Bringing these domains together in the journal enhances the potential for dialogue across them creating a context for integrating science, practice, education, and art that is consistent with a holistic worldview-and a stream of meaning leading to new understandings. Likewise, the inclusion of the four domains provides a context for dialogue among researchers, practitioners, educators, and artists in the field of holistic health care. The editor and associate editors responsible for the journal are cognizant of the fact that not all work fits precisely into one of these categories, and we encourage submission of manuscripts that represent dialogue across them. It is this type of dialogue that encourages innovation. Interdomain dialogue may take many forms including but not limited to theory development projects, examples of theory in action or praxis, and aesthetic inquiries.
Holism as a conceptual frame of reference is distinguished by its ability to consider and transcend many dichotomies and tensions that our discipline faces in advancing nursing science and practice. The journal provides the conditions for dialogue across and among these dichotomies and tensions: namely, general and particular, action and theory, sense and soul, stories and numbers, aesthetics and empirics, and interpretation and emancipation (Cowling, 2001) . The journal supports the development of knowledge of general theoretical significance that can be applied in particular situations. It acknowledges work that brings theory and action together to encourage innovative holistic practices. It embraces the ideal of scholarship that integrates sense and soul in explorations of the wholeness of life. It encourages the use of stories and numbers in representing the nature of human life. It illuminates the critical relationship of science and art expressed in aesthetic and empirical scholarship. And, finally, it values the varieties of interpretations of reality and truth that facilitate the emancipation of people in their healing quests and journeys. The creation of the Journal of Holistic Nursing is very much like the creation of a hologram that expresses the dialogue among all these aspects that shape new understandings and appreciations of wholeness.
Dialogue "suggests a kind of participation in the unfolding of meaning" (Martin, 2005, p. 415) . "The intention of dialogue is to participate in the emergence of a (new) creative resolution" (p. 415) involving presence, paying attention, speaking one's truth without blame or judgment, and staying open to the unexpected. Perhaps we can consider the review process a form of dialogue with these attributes where reviewers "participate" with authors to foster the emergence of "creative resolutions." These creative resolutions would be a coming together of the intentions of the authors and reviewers to develop the best representation of the work of scholars in an article format. I think the attributes of presence, paying attention, avoiding blame and judgment, and being open exist in varying degrees in our review process. If authors and reviewers could appreciate the review process as dialogue more fully, we might enhance the potential of our scholarship.
The possibilities of dialogue are infinite given the attention in holism to openness, creativity, and the unexpected. I suggest that dialogue be considered the essence and context of the Journal of Holistic Nursing. In this spirit, I welcome dialogue through letters to the editor about the journal content and publishing practices as well as direct communication with me through jhn@uncg.edu.
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